METHOD
Participants. Thirty undergraduates participated for course credit.
Materials. The same as Mizuno et al.'s were used. All of the stimulus letter pairs were made from the letters A, B, F, H, M and R in lower and upper case. We prepared two types of lists: PURE and MIX. In the PURE type list, all stimuli were in upper case. There were thirty physically matched pairs (AA: PURE-PHY) and thirty unmatched pairs (AB). In two MIX lists the first letters were always in upper case while the second letters were in lower or upper case. Each MIX list included 15 physically matched pairs (AA: MIX-PHY), 15 name-matched pairs (Aa: MIX-NAME) and 30 unmatched pairs.
Each participant received a total of 180 trials (3 matching conditions x 5 ISI). The ISI was varied by 50, 500, 1000, 1500, 2000 ms.
Procedure. The experiment was composed of three sessions. Each participant attended to all the sessions. Different lists were provided for each session. The order of the lists was counterbalanced among participants of trials in each session was randomized.
The two letters in each pair were presented side by side on the center of the screen. For each trial, two signals were first presented for 300ms at the left and right of the center to show the location of each letter. After 300 ms blank screen, the first letter was presented at the left for 500ms. After one of the five ISI, the second letter was presented at the right. Participants were required to press the right button when the two letters were the same and to press the left button when the two letters were different. The second letter disappeared immediately after the button was pressed.
The presentation of stimuli and the recording of response times were controlled by the experimental software DMDX (Forster & Forster, 1999) .
RESULTS and DISCUSSION
Mean RTs are depicted in Figure 1 . We conducted a 3 (matching type) X 5 (ISI) repeated measure ANOVA. A main effect of matching type appeared, F(2, 58) = 15.22, p <.0001, MSE = 75206.58. Matching for PURE-PHY pairs was the fastest of all while RTs for MIX-NAME pairs were the longest. A main effect of ISI was also significant, F(4, 116) = 17.20, p <.0001, MSE = 49486.73. RTs decreased with ISI, but went into a steady state after ISI 1,000ms. An interaction of matching type by ISI was not significant.
In sum, these results appear not to support Mizuno et al.'s dominant character hypothesis that one processes letters using the codes he is using when encoding his dominant characters. If so, Korean readers are expected to perform like American readers due to the fact their dominant characters are phonograms. However our results indicate that native Korean readers depend more on visual codes than phonological codes for the letter-matching task. For further research, not just the dominant characters but also such factors as cultural influence and individual differences should be considered.
